REMARKS 

This paper is submitted in response to the final Office Action mailed February 22, 
2006 in the above-identified patent application. Claims 1-2 and 4 are pending in the 
application. In this Amendment, claim 1 has been amended to include the subject 
matter of claim 3, which has been cancelled. Claim 4 was previously withdrawn as 
directed to a non-elected invention. No new matter has been introduced herein. 

Claims 1-3 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being obvious over Polak 
et al. (U.S. Patent No. 4,594,297) or Fenton et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,465,136), in view 
of Goto et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,555,626). Applicants respectfully traverse this 
rejection. 

Applicants have amended independent claim 1 to include the subject matter of 
claim 3, in order to further distinguish the present invention from Polak et al., Fenton et 
al., and Goto etal. 

As the Office Action correctly notes, "neither Polak nor Fenton teaches the 
polymer to be a sulfonated polyarylene as recited in the presently claimed invention" 
(see the fourth paragraph on page 3 of the Office Action). However, the Office Action 
asserts that it would have been obvious "to have employed the sulfonated polyarylene, 
as taught by Goto, in the invention of Polak or Fenton" (last two lines of page 3 of the 
Office Action). While Goto et al. does teach a polyarylene composition, it teaches that it 
should be used in place of prior membrane compositions, not together with them. 
Accordingly, Applicants submit that there is no motivation to combine the cited 
references in the manner suggested. 
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Further, Applicants submit that the present specification includes comparative 
examples that demonstrate the unexpected results achieved by the presently claimed 
composition. In particular, Table 1 on page 40 of the present specification shows that 
compositions (Examples 1-4) containing a heteropolyacid in combination with a 
sulfonated polymer achieve superior proton conductivity and oxidation resistance, while 
maintaining excellent water resistance and toughness, particularly in comparison to a 
composition containing only the sulfonated polymer (Comparative Example 1 ). 

None of Polak et al., Fenton et al., and Goto et al. teach or suggest that the 
inclusion of a heteropolyacid with the sulfonated polymer in the amount presently 
claimed would achieve such superior properties. Applicants therefore submit that the 
unexpected results achieved by the presently-claimed invention further demonstrate the 
non-obviousness thereof. 

For the reasons set forth above, Applicants submit that independent claim 1 , as 
amended, is not anticipated by or unpatentable over Polak et al., Fenton et al., and 
Goto et al., either alone or in combination. Claim 2 is dependent upon claim 1 , and is 
deemed patentable for the same reasons. Applicants therefore respectfully request 
reconsideration and withdrawal of the rejection of claims 1-2. 

Entry of this Amendment is proper under 37 C.F.R. § 1.116 since this 
Amendment: (a) places the application in condition for allowance for reasons discussed 
herein; (b) does not raise any new issue regarding further search and/or consideration 
since the Amendment amplifies issues previously discussed throughout prosecution; (c) 
does not present any additional claims without canceling a corresponding number of 
finally-rejected claims; and (d) places the application in better form for appeal, should an 
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appeal be necessary. The Amendment is necessary because it is made in reply to 
arguments raised in the prior rejection. Entry of this Amendment is thus respectfully 
requested. 



For all of the above reasons, it is respectfully submitted that the pending claims 
patentably distinguish the present invention from the cited references. Accordingly, 
reconsideration and withdrawal of the outstanding rejection and an issuance of a Notice 
of Allowance are earnestly solicited. 

Should the Examiner determine that any further action is necessary to place this 
application into better form, the Examiner is encouraged to telephone the undersigned 
representative at the number listed below. 

Applicants believe that no additional fees are required in connection with this 
response. However, if additional fees are required, the Commissioner is hereby 
authorized to charge any additional payment, or credit any overpayment, to Deposit 
Account No. 01-2300, referencing Docket Number 026035.00005. 
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Conclusion 



Respectfully submitted, 




Dawn C. Russell 
Attorney for Applicants 
Registration No. 44,751 
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